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•If scandal forced both Sichard tlixon ^ntr^wouia'qulckly discover the 
making Carl Albert the president, the eoun^ry^^^^i J esources ._ president 
seriousness of the Democrats ^pletedt^ ^ s ker Albert and the Con- 
Albert would presumably honor J h « “ b " om ^' in Cambodia, hiking the minimum 

' SaI| S 2nS relSaling Ill impounded funds. And then he would . . . punt. 

so writes David Broder in the Washington Post. ^And who is^to 

wrong? You can substitute for CaH Alb t y ^ ^ age nda, no ordering of 

suit is the same. The l-ibera+ left nas P y that arise has been 

-priorities for the country. ? ts . | Cambodia - but have little 

largely negative. We are against the bombing or uamoo ^ _ but are 

to say about foreign policy genera y. c ipaninq up the environment should 
ill prepared to say just how the costs of clean mg up tne e and 

’be borne. We are against in,ratio" - but what is our p add mt1e 

price control? We are tor weiTare rerorm, we say , 
more if someone asks for specifics. 

n Liberals have been doing a of identifying probes -^ 0 ^^ done 

. practically nothing about suggesting s^ons^ £ J ^ pH 

1 crisis as it arises -_the Watergate, tne ene yy necessary before 

But we have not come Torward with che ™ewo ablg vocation to be a 

satisfactory solutions can be foun . ^b 1 ' na+ if> n to advance solu- 

critic; and critics do not necessari.y ha.a an oP . ^ believe that there 

chanse and ref °™’"" 

criticism of what is happening is not enough. 

How have we come to such a Position? ^dl^nd^ightl^^he major foun- 

- the Democratic liberal leTt has been wnsi - > within the last 10 or 

tainhead of ideas for realistic polr t ^ d b * t ® 0 gre3t moral issues, civil 
15 years American politics nav^. be^ ‘ . se rved as litmus tests, as 

SSSsiSasr-: 

• that a politics insensitive to cla ^ Jje- not e ^ Qur feal difficu lty, 

recognizes the importance of mass P°J tl what "bread" and "butter" really 

however, is in defining, in 1973, just exacx j result of insensitivity. Opm- 
mean. Our difTiculty is of cours p terribly "sexy" about the death of 
ion makers have never found any 9 hopelessness thousands of men 

10,000 individuals at ^ ork that ^ hey a re destined to a mindless and 

and women experience when they realize that tney are 

monotonous work-a-day America. 

7 „ e issues we face today are XYp^rcsta^re 1 ^^^ TfheTonc^s 
at least when we get down to the specsafics that ana s. PP a rcactjve 

posi tion’orj 3 the 3 Al askan’pi pel i nelson 1» orde'r. on the economy, on welfare 















•t 


/ 

/ 


- 2 - 


reform. ' 

When we venture beyond irerely reacting to tte J^*J.| t ^ e * h g f s J a S"rd New Deal 

reactionary administration, I s *° t ™housing crisis is HUD, to 

solution; r,ore bureaucracy. Our response'to the^ous i^ ^ ^ hard ’ Q kick 

■Z Si«S WtS' bureaucracy car- we say with^confidenc^that^ 

«?’ e wele7af^l^d and Mlosophies as we are 

'by the complexity of the new emerging issues and crises. 

.quite frankly, we seem unwilling to^^o^community m ar.d°of P belonging that 

fec^sa^ - for * hem t0 566 theiP ° Wn SUke ^ 

finding solutions to their own problems. 

.Too long have liberals in effect distrustedJhe 

and so set up bureaucrades that ^ 0ur failure to trust the people 

ultimately, to tne elite liberals themselves. n d access t0 decis- 

is a self fdlfm ng prophecy 0 0 r - 1 ncapab i e of making them. We 

ions that influence their lives win soon a necessarily the answer; 

realize now that bureaucracy, public or P r J v ”®*^ "*^ ints - surfacing 
and that overwhelming bureaucracy is one of the major complaints y 

in^do2ens°of r different.ways - of the American people today. 

The new found interest in "process" quesUons ^s a beginning of_what^iriUst^be- 

^phies. C °It is^'^recoenitio^that Pecans one of the reasons we have run amo _ 
Vs a result of the manners in which we no business - ^lect^poinica^^ 

will! ea ^^date' thi s°ef fort^as^come^wi thi ^t^^af Pb^onf i nes^of ^ pol i ti 

orate resJoisibililr^BSffo^those of us f? s C ^ e f s °?y Sufficient; 

the country, process alone is not enough, it is necessary 

there must be substance too. 

Over the years liberals'have relied on ^^D.^ssevelt, 

sented a different philsophy of government tnan Hoover, Jaft, ° e ^* s "?® S£;d 
howcr and Mixon. But we can rel ^;°°“d n t °.Pf being'the same, individual 
political°persorialities 1 become victims of dd^entional^nstitut^ons. Jt is^_ 

??aS P ^ S ?h^raS?s S tS r e?^ 1 r:a %hjn»e On 

Kf.KH'S.S'S - -<» 

almost stunning surprise. 


Efficiency in governments a good case in point W-ile US Senerall^rocog 

^wjn t be P 5SrU V i«ec““y 9 S2o5liS this. Governmental efforts to date 
much will a.u« ki,.Hnr.nm'nn nf aovornmenta1 employes or etio 
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f . nfiohborhood government. 

mantling bureaucratic and once.again^establis^ nary 11 people. 

JS«S7i^ivid"l P^°rI,onV m =^wMnical orgeniting s end d action eir 
But ordinary Americans programs relative to t- change, 

sf ?u 

then they must be pre # nhilosophical vacuum? 

Nhat most be done then to respond to ^^^er.nSliS™. 

aare 

«=- for 

political victory. . we need a cr itique. 

Consequently, I IVI 9 ®* 1 ^J e P we^are? We already have ^"^^to^he crisis 
a coherent analysis o ^ Qases has tily mimeographed J; of the ills 

• o n fThe day! Ve ot°hers are certainly better “^Hption; but we are sug- 

and breakdowns, and Perhaps^even crit1qu e of where we are. 

gesting distinctly h „th at home and Internation- 


It 


gesting distinct structures both at home and in 

lt means an -miration of our^conoma^tru^ ^. ^ 

»r. # n SS «« n.of that more ... 

—relationship to tne •».««! ' ssuc u 

may be less! * being conso lidated - 

*»9»* “ ' ar=just around the corner. A look at tn^ weal tn 

|£sE? ss|EHS-.s u wswsw - 
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into the neighborhoods more and more police.^^That f/^^^e^o^forthMmirg 

having realized that the solu ^ cn ^ , a n V ernment, New Yorkers are beginning 
from City Hall, the state or the fede 9 j singly> criminals are appre- 
to take it upon themselves dually. I housan 5/ of ne ighborhood-organ- 

hended by anonymous people stepping forua . atte npt to solve this prob-, 

Ized and administered efforts have.-eturningV this problem people offers much 
lem. Finally,)realizing that the enlarged bureaucracy, the city has 

more prospect for resolution than does ? con trol efforts. But we - 

funded $50 million worth of n ^ 9 hborhood r explore the vitality 

need not wait until governmental et.orts couapse ue. 

Sf re-involving the individual and the neighborhood. 

There are more. Certainly. Full^and^ass^rejudice^But we must develop 
a°framework S wi t^which 1 *thunderstand these concern^ especially asJ^elat^ 

S B.rSnKTiK.’ S5SSJW »* 

and ideologies of the pest* - 

Second, we must prepare a positive.^of^hat’should ^plaie'thfunsatisfactory 
1 reason for this is obvious. The image of what task , for our 

present is not yet clear. This P P DerhaDS desperate directions. But 
ideals and yearnings lead ussoquicklyi p ^beginnings of a program - 

the task is necessary. P^f^/lanlet Jorth an agenda of ideas 

rather than just a list of complaints *e • choices in the future, 

that can structure most Americans^ Perceptions we have for 

Without policy a. ternadv« ***••.r*’* f* T^nture the eneray-and imagination 
-the past 20 years.. We will for a dramatic change. What is 

necessary in organizing chw coal where we would find ourselves in a 

more, should the unlikely situation Ou.ur, where alternatives to the 

^rVini! I^am 9 afra'id^defe^t^Mr^Broder's description and -punf 

He must keep in mind that we are irking under a num.ber of constraints^ We 

are in an age, for better °J '^Jort on the 1972 elec- 

America. The University o> ilichig ' ~~ h nS;s 0 f -the electorate are 

tions shows clearly that growing a J d the program. The 

making their voting decisions base P pnrp«;trial Darty preference. 

Moreover, r people l^^e^^v^engagerin polity whether giving 

5 is™ SV“Sf- *< - 

ment should - or should not - be doing. 

This represents a major opportunity fjr those of us who believe 

have what the American people want - basic change, but 1cal 

While the electorate has become. lde0 ^ g ^“ 1 .J their refusal to address 

the n public e is cynical^bout ’the'possibilities of chaigeat the same time it yearns 

for it. 

That means that those advocating change must be careful not to promise more than 
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they can reasonably er.pect *^^ v ^% f fi£™ c ta^ e l> and a*realization that 
limits and the power of government to e«e« dQ js anab i e people and 

In some areas the best thing th 9 y ble to deliver on the promises 

wil^only the already high levels of suspicion 

of the political process. 

But we are talking about a ^ g?oup"of people should^rne 11 together 

steps that we should take? Initially a group or Pe P^ ^ a defin ition of 

to resolve three principal 1“® st1 S"5- ^Is’ls accomplished, we will be para- 
the objectives of the analysis. Unless Second, we must decide 

lized as we are now by the enormousness of ‘^'’V^ealistic to hope 
on a structure that can pro uc ^ ^ .. tine commitment of several in- 

that any of this can be done without t^ f corre spondents‘' would re- 

-dividuals. Even a °S a I^l 1z e^!dOperate. Third, a strategy for 

quire substantial resources ^ be developed. As the project is 

implementing the critique and program thought must be given to its out- 

conceptualized and organized, consi qreates t shortcoming of earlier efforts 

come - its implementation. Perhaps 9 - t t0 communicate with a broader 

in roughly this direction has been their^i^b ^ recorasndations into action, 
segment of society, an inabil y vjith the political significance 

Therefore, from the beginning, we mus. deal whP iderat . ion in plan- 

of the end product. There will be a vitally ™P°;™ n> l would recommend the 
ning objectives and * of'unique skills and interests and 

convening of a group of ’° “ *°P* rs °£| „up J an draft a proposal on how 

best e t 0 b define U and*accomplish 1 th^abov^two oEjectives. 
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